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1 J^. The computer program product of claim 

2 wherein the processor includes first and second 

3 central processing units, and 

4 wherein the computer readable program code means 

5 to update at least one record in each of the stored first 

6 and second sets of records includes computer readable 

7 program code means to operate the first processor to update 

8 the first set of records while operating the second 

9 processor to update the second set of records. 

it & 

1 4^6. The computer program product of claimyil wherein the 

2 computer readable program code means further causes the 

3 computer to display data corresponding to overlapping 

4 periods of time at different resolutions on a display 

5 device. --. \ " " — _ 



REMARKS 



In view of the amendments presented above and the 
following discussion, the Applicants believe that all of 
these claims are now in allowable form. 

If, however, the Examiner believes that there are 
any unresolved issues requiring adverse final action in any 
of the claims now pending in the application, the Examiner 
should telephone Ms. Janet M. Skafar, Esq. at 
(650) 988-0655 so that appropriate arrangements can be made 
for resolving such issues as expeditiously as possible. 
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Objections 

In response to the Examiner's objection, the 
Applicants have rewritten claim 7 in independent form. 
Therefore, the objection to claim 7 is now moot, and 
claim 7 is in condition for allowance. 

Furthermore, the Applicants have added 
claims 30-34 which depend from claim 7. Dependent 
claims 30-34 recite further distinguishing aspects of the 
present invention and are similar to claims 3, 4, 6, 8 and 
10, respectively. Because independent claim 7 is 
allowable, Applicants submit that dependent claims 30-34 
are also allowable. 

The Applicants have also added system 
claims 35-40 and computer program product claims 41-46, 
which are similar to claims 7, and 30-34, respectively. 
Therefore, Applicants submit that claims 35-47 are also in 
condition for allowance. 

Conclusion 

Consequently, the Applicants believe that all 
these claims are presently in condition for allowance. 

Accordingly, the Applicants now request that this 
amendment be entered under the provisions of 37 C.F.R. 
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§ 1.116 and earnestly solicit reconsideration of this 
application and its swift passage to issue. 



MICHAELSON & WALLACE 
Counselors at Law 
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P.O. Box 8489 

Red Bank, New Jersey 07701 
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